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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 



1. ^ The amendment filed on 26 October 2011 under 37 CFR 1.312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) □ entered as directed to matters of form not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(1) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) □ disapproved. See explanation below. 

e) S entered in part. See explanation below. 

Applicant's amendment is accepted and entered. In the Examiner's Amendment and Notice of Allowance dated 9/14/201 1 , 
the examiner deleted the dash symbol that occurs before the word "subjecting" in claim 1 . In the amendments filed 
1 0/26/201 1 , applicant has not deleted this dash. This appears to merely be a typographical error, and it is the examiner's 
position that the dash should still be considered deleted. 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1 71 4 Ryan L. Coleman, patent examiner 
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Reponse to Rule 312 Communication Part of Paper No. 20111108 



